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SECSI .ATELWASHDC .L.IMMEDIATE= 104
INFOf...-US.MISSIONHNATO,
UMI:SSIONHGENEVA •

SECTION 	 3;.',USIJI\P 43111'

DISTO	 .

SUBJ:t r SEABED TREATY . : PROBLEMS AND,•PROSPECTS

10 OUR : Of":5',.JECTIVE::. QF GAINING , U. NGA- ENDORSEMENT:OFHSEABED;
TREATY HAS FACED :':SEVERAL' PROBLEMS. WHICI7LHAVEL: ALREADY MADE
IT' DOUBTFUL THAT WE CANT QE3TAIN . IENDORSEMENT : TOR,
FUNCTIONAL! EQUIVALENT) WITHOUT. ':EX E RTING ,: MORE' :PRESSURE:
ANDLCREATING ::., MORE	 THAN OBJECTIVE7 ISHWORTH : 0	 HAVE
IN .; MIND THAT 'EVEN IF, WE ARE: . ABLE: TO GET k-POSITIVE RESQLU.
1'10W VOTED BY THIS H $A...A.:WE, W.QULD..!,
FAVORABLF! ATMOSPHERE SO THAT' . WHENE., TREATY .WAS-.-':QPEN-FORH . .	 •
SIGNATURE'. IT . WOULD HAVE GOOD PRQSPECTS H OF . i,GTTING-
TT AL NUMBER:'OF RATIFTCATIONS FAIRLY - ;SOON4,: tr':,..TfiATY:'

TH R OUGH GA I N FINALLPAY:SHOVERHOEYOECTIONS.
OFHANY.H UfiST"OITIAL.LPRO.UP'R WE	 FACE A RELUCTANCE:::
TO'...RATIFY H OR . EVEN SIGN:LON! PART (.0E-.MANY''..SrlALLER:COUNTRIES.'
WHO COULD; FEEL THAT TREATY . - IS .' COMPLICATED DOCUMENTS
PARTICIPATION IN .-WHICH! WQULDLBRI . NGE . THEM NPLBENETT-$OHLON.G:
AS: NUCL E AR POWERSHHAVEnS1GNE(X IT' BUT WHI:CK..-COULD:SOMEHOW,
PREQUOICELTHEIR L POSITIOW ONi COMPLE)C•LAW.,P0E-'0;THEI.SEA,HOR
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. . SEAB. EDL:QUESTIONS H WHICH • LTHEY SCARC .ELY H UNDERSTAND . . ,	•	 .

 OF TREATr•MAYH:BELGROUPED	 ••••••• ••.
UNDER THREE HEADINGS:

Alt PROBLEMS INVOLVIN6 ARTICLE -	I . (VERIFICATION.) I. • 	 .

B. INVOLVINGNVOLV1-N6•USE thr . ARTICLE I•.ANDL:II OF "CONTI
GUOUS ZONE" FROM1'958 • GENEVA.. :CONVENTION TO DEFINE AREA

. EXEMPrrzFROMHPROHIBTTION1

C. • COSMETIC CHANGES SUCH •AS SWEDISH AMENDMENT  WHICH CALLS
FC)Rif.OPEATIVE.HPARAGRAPHIL..•ONLCONTI:NUEIDLNEPOTIATI.ONS4-

34•- • W:EL... .BE.LIEVE h MOST-PROBLEM$ . ASSOCTATED , WIT* VRIFTCA.,t,,-...•..• 	 •• •
TIONLARTICLE L W1,1-HBE H MET' BY REDRAFT ....-OF .ARTICLE III 'NEPOTIlk..,.-
TED WITH CANADA* IT- .t$' OUR IMPRESSION THAT . CANADI.AN .L .FFORT . •	 •
TO SELL 	 AND IF ACCEPT..••

•• ED' BY-SOVIETS:.•WITHOUT DAMAGINGHDELETIONSL.:COULDSOLVEL.VERI.•
FirCATION' QUESTION • WE.. NOTE'S HOWEVER, THAT"-NETTHERLps•DELJ•NOR•
CANADIAN •• DEL, =- YET . • : HASANY .: •ICLEAR • .:EACTIONHFROK . -BRAZ	 AND
IT'•MAY .-, BELSEVERALHDAYSHE3EFORE•WFr:CANI BELIQONFTPEN7fl . THAT .• . .
SERTOU.S ••BRAZILIAN : 	 WILL NOT ••PERSIST.•

SERIOUS	 AT AT . THIS POINT APPEARS:TOi•$E!
PROBLEM INVOLVING : "CONTIGUOUS ZONF.0•"-THIS•PROBLEM-WAS:
RAISEDIAT'GENEVA BY ARGENTINES WHO RECE.,IVEPISOMEH$UPPORT
THEREj FROM UAR,.• ETHIOPIA  BRAZIL, 'NIGERIA, AND PAKISTAN.
AFTER APPROXIMATELY • ONE WEEK OF DEBATE: . IN: FIRST.COMIT.,
NEPALI ECUADOR, EL SALVADOR TANZANIA, •AND,HUKHHAVEH)01:N.j.
ED i: .7N-P.BJECTING L TO'•REFERENCETO• 1958 CONVENTION WHILE , BRAZIL'
AND NIGERIA HAVE UNDERLINED T•141.•••R:i. PREVIOUSHCRITICISM-0.: .	•••
BELGIUM ;.• HAS:, ALSO SUGnESTED: A .REVISION •AND i puTCH . H_BoTH . .IN • • 	:.-
NA70 : •.AND:-:•PRIVATELY . TO . US . DEL. HAVEHVOICEVCRITICISM:0
THIRTEEN SPEAKERS IN FIRST"comTTE DEBATE HAVE NOT •OBJECTED:
BUT NONE HAS ENDORSED FORMULATION IN TPEATY`..AND I,• SEVERAL, • •

..NQTABLY- .MEXTCO , AND YUGOSLAVIA, HAVE PRIVATELY INDICATED'
SYMPATI-111 • 1 •WjTHHARGENLINE, POSITION', 	 •

• ORIGINALHARGENTINE OBjECTIOW WAS:.,BASEPLOW'THEIR'
FEAR ; TRAT H USH. OFL"COkiTIGUOUS • ZONE ly- 10 :• :DEFINE:COASTAL STRIP
WOULD = ENHANCE STATUS 	 INTERNATIONAL LAW OF CONCEPT 'EM*
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80DIED ..T.N" . 1958 :- CONVE'NTIQW THAT , MAXIMUM . ..TOTALL . W..1)11+ OF
.TERRITORIAL WATER AND CO.NTIGUOUS-ZöNEL$F40ULD:'

6 .*---ARGENTINE L: PELi IN" GENEVA -POTNTEDLOUT':CORRECTLY
TIGUQUS,ZONE", WASH CONCEIVED. OF'. AS:-$0t1THTNG1.01..ING'•$Eyorpi

AT.ERSI ANDLWAS THUS ! 'FUNDAMENTALL.Y - . INCOMPAr.i,
15. 1-E i WITHLANY - TERRI TORT AL WATERSYQFHMOREL•THAN' 1. 2.'iMILES:! * •
THEr•ARGUED L THAT', PISCLATMER	 WAS INVALIDATED' 	 .•
ABA INITIOLE.3Y ,....: INCLUSION' . IN ARTICLE; I :OF''CONTTGUOUS.ZONE'..•,	 .	 -
CONCa:PT i. •:ARGENTINE' , OBJECTI. OWHHAS	 OF;:couRsEo.:BENHEcHoEp!•'
Br• OT..H. EW :. ?00LttiLlf:COUNTRiES . SPEO:INO ! Il W:QQM1TE I tECUADOW
ANDI . E1;,;: .L.SLVADOR) AND-;WELCAW EXPECT':: THAT:-..CHILELANVPERU:
WILLI:11.AKELSAMELLINEk,-.-LA...P'SQLIDARITr"-THF;NLCAll.
17 t.) ,ENECQYRAQEL:DELEGATfONS .	riE-XI:CO.L.TOL:SUOPORT
.ARQFNTINE:' . 9BjECTIQNS PROBI,EM'HHADLSTOPPED!•THERE'
PROS.PECT .- OFT ABSENTION • 013 .1.-NEGATIvE , VOTEH.FROML20;•ODD
DELEGATIONS TIIHANY',..POSITIVE! RESOLUTION, IT H WOULDLHAVEf BEEN.• 	 • 

BApLENQUGH4.- 017}. -. AFRICNi.NDLA$1,4In N H DEL$ H HAVE IA HOWEVER
NOW - 13EGUNLTOYE'CHO'.AR .clENTINEI opLiFcrioNs!-	 WAY`1WHICKLALMOST'
CERTAINLY' WILL: BECOME .

CLICHEi FORMULA,......ASHDEBATE: PROCFEDS.
THEY' , WAY THAT INDIREC.T. .•DEFINITIONHOFLCOAS ,TALL$TRIPI . IN'
FASHION .: WHICH: 'NEVER EVENLPERMITSHNUMBER : 1'B : TO`'
I . N' TREATY . IS ..; • NO rr''QNLY •e PNINFCFSSARY . BUT.HALMOSVCERTAINLY.
EVIDENCE'•OFt'DUBIOUS MOTIVES.  SINCELMANY.•DELEGATTONSLHtfRE
ARE SMALL 1, HARRASSED WITH: MVLTIPLTCTTYHOF:I.PROBLEMS,
AND: LACK L'aGAI...1.EXPERTISE',0 IT IS; EASY - rOR:HTHEM=, TOy.CONCLUDE
THAT SUPERPOWERS MUST HAVEHSOME.CONCE4Eai OEWECTiY,EHBEHIND.
THIS H COMPLICATEVFORMULA.: EVEN: THOUQHLTHEY:':CANNOTSEELWHAT'
THIS :. •QBJECTIVE	 ..EVEN : SUCH' SOPHISTTCATEDH,,,L,LIES!
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SECTION: 2: OF3::.A.JSUNH.431.1.

DISTO

AS UK ANDLNFTHERLANDS : •DO': NOT FIND:OURHE.P1.,0,NATIONP
CONVINCING :o POSITION n 	 UK AS CLOSE ALLYHOFLUS-t#IHICH-

- SHARES OUR BASIC SECURITY OUTLOOK ANDLOBJECTIVESHON:

LAW I'OF 1.. THE c. SEA QUESTIONS IS' MOST - NOTEWORTHY, .ANDHTHEY.HAVE:
FORMALLY INDICATED DESIRE TO TABLE SIMPLE LANGUAGE

• UNLESS WE! STRONGLY'. OBJECTIVE (.:)$UNIA.2805:)‘ ALL OUR
ANATIONS,. WHETHER TOHSOPHISTICATEDLORHUNSOPHTSTICATED:
DELEGATIONS END WITH THEIR ASKING f	 IF DISCLAIMER
CLA.PSEI . L$HGOOD' ENOUGH FOR OTHERS 	 ISN.,'n"-:QOOOL'ENOUGHLFOR
US 	 WHY 'WE i FEELLICOMPELLED!T0 H PROTECT . .OUR	 ••
POSITION IN SUCH AN ELABORATE FASHION.

7, ••USHDLLHAS L TAKEN' .. STRONO:,LINE HEREL'ON'iGREAT tiDITFPFIT:ICUL.T.Y•
WE WOULD FACE IN REVISING ARTICLE H-WHJ:-CK. REPRESENTS AGREED
CONCLUSION TO DIFFICUI,T . :NEGQTIATIQNHWITHHSOVIET$4 BUT IF
CHANGES TN ARTICLE. I •ARE NOT'. IN FACT POSSIBLE, -: IT	 MORE
THAN PROBABLE : THAT WE WIL , L1FAIL, TO REACH ovi3HOBLI:ECTiVELQF

.	 ENDORSEMENT ' FOR i	 .THIS P rit‘J AND I.T . : tS . OUR ESTIMATE
T1.40,‘T . WE:: ARE NOT LIKELY TO BE ABLE EVEN':WITW:UNLIMITED
TIME !.: TO OVERCOME S U SPICION 	 AND .: RESERVATIONS OR A-SUIE317
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rAuc.• wc	 iii  so(+041	 urito;i	 e*ed4T4,-.

STANTTAL:..-NUMBERHOF STATES: . AND : ..TREATY.- WOULDHTHUS: BEHUNLIKE ,r •
LY' TO GAIN ,,GENERAL•ACCEPTANCE-.A7rNXT •, GA. •

ANDHOTHERSSOVS HAVEHTOLD.HUS H O•IN,LSEVERA•OCCASIONS, •
THAT REVISION• . TO ... SIMPLERI.LANGUA0E1 i N ART1CLE'. I 'WOULD:
POSE HNO.' PROBLEMS'.FOR H THEM4,-. IT IS-THUSCLEA13 

THA T
• NOT y 'DICT-ATED . BY-POSI 171-CMS: OFH,MHEW SO . VS .HORH . •01VS-ALLIES4- •
• WE'. HAVE TAKEN: LINE THAT Tr .. :WQ .ULD•BEH MOST . REGRETTABLE: 	 •

OFFER' BY NUCLEAR POWERS TO ACCEPT .1,,,IMITATION$ 	 SEABED•
TREATY I'S'. RE4ECTED H HEREHBY H NONNUCLEAR .-S7ATESI. BUT I F US

MA	 ITS INFLEXI.BLE ANC H SOLITARY 'STAND: ONHWORDING
OF : ARTICLE

.
 • I i WE l JUDOE THAT ONUS' FOR -FAILUREHOFLTREATY: : W“..,L •

FACT. ....COMEHBACK: ON H US4- • 	•	 •	 ••••	 •

• 9* ARGENTINE DELEGAT 	 I-SHANXIOUS TO: PLAY. POSITIVE.H.ROLE
I.N'. 	 NEGOTIATIONS AND APPEARS GENUINELY REGRET.'
FLA.] THAT THIS PROBLEM HAS ARISEN!. SINCE THEY FIRST DREW;
ATTENTJONH . TO:' I	 SEEMS....LIKELY:' ANY . CHA:NGEH.WHICHHMET
NEEDS COULD BE SOLD TO OTHER RELUCTANT - DEFGATIONS ... :WITHOUT'
$1,../GGSTING : PRECISEHLANGUAG' OFHPOS$IBLREV.I.STONS-WEIHwopLD
URGELCONSIDERATION''Or:, FOLLOWING ELEMENTS)) :SOMEHCOMBTNATION
OF' WHICH MIGHT WELL SATISY ARGENTINES

*À:0 INCLUSION .: IN- ARTICLE I OF EXPLICIT REFERENCE TO:
"11 . 2 MILE"-WIDTH' OFHCOASTALLSTRIF 

SIMPLIFICATION TICLE I TO REMOVE FROM 	 WORDS
"'CONTIGUOUS : LONE" ANO REFERENCEHTO'1958 ..CONVENTION. ..COASTAL
STRIP' WOULD 	 I N ARTICLE- I...BUT-DEFINED:ONLY -
ARTICLE: "To •

C , o INCLUSION IN, ARTICLE .,	 FL-"CONTIGUOUS: ZONE."	 S;•

SOME`DISCLAIMER. PHRASE OR •SENTE.NCE.

(X0 STRENGTHENING-OFHDISCLAIMER-.CLAUSE (ARTICLE :	:PARA.*
21 . BY: -. SPECHIFIC:R.EFERENCE. TO "CONTIGUOUS 	 1 ASS	 •-••"-
CONVENT ION	 • ••

E0 SUBSTI TUTION  OF "SEABED:' ZONE" .FOR, "CqNT I GUQPS:10NP.°.
THROUGHOUT' ARTICLES IP lb AND' III $• ;DEL,ETION.HOFREFERENCE
TO 1958 CONVENtION , IN ARTICLE .. I: ANDL-RES7RUCTURING . OF	 . ,
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ARTICLE-- II PAF.,.. 1 SOH : THATH. .1:1- -..ESTABLISHES OUTER LIMIT OF
"SEABED ZONE" AS VERTICALLY BENEATH LINE 12:MILFS .'HOPTWA:RDi. •
FROM BA S ELINES DRAWN 	 ACCORD'iAiNCEL.wrrw*.THELPROVISIONS:.i..OF:...,

1R7-. ..1, • SECTION II O	 THE L 1958 .:CONVENTIPN:41 	 THIS IS IDEA
• MENTIONED BY BELGI A N DELI) -.ARGENT. INi .: PEL..j.i HAST, oLo , US'..	 ••

PRIVA TELY THAT :-.THEY-COUD.IA.CCEPT:','RFTENTI:OW;GFL:f3FFRENES':'
TO "CONTIGUOUS 	 1958 CONVENTION Il.\II...ARTTCLEI. II
PARA GQM THEY' , HAVE•BEENL. P;ISCOURAGINPHPS.FRQM HOPING THAT
ANY ..• STRENGTHENING L OFHDISCLAIMER . - CLAUSE Y (ARTICLE J II : PARA--H2)	 • •
WOULD MEET .. THEIR

	

04'. THEY ARE ANXIOUS TO; TABLE AMENDMENTS THEMSELVES IF 	 . •
• DOES : NOTAPPEAR LIKELY THAT US WILL BE ABLE TO MEET THEIR

REQ UIR.EM E. N7 S.:.0• WEHHAVE'SUCCESSFULLY DISCOURAGED THIS SO FAR
BUT . .ARGENTINES  ARE LIKELY TO PEEL i THATiTHEIR.HPOSITIONLIS...
B E ST PROTECTED 5r . FORMAL' TABLING OF:'ANHA•ME.NP.MENIT".VENHT.HOUGH

• THEY RECOGNIZE THAT SUCH ACTION ., WOULDLCOMPLICATP0$S .,..-	 •	 .
IBI.L.ITTES .H .OFINE. GQ . T.IA.TINGESOMETHINS...AC .CE.PTABLEHTO CO
CHAIRMEN0

11 0 THIRDi•GROYP1 : OF .: Pr“)BL;EMS! WHICI+ TREATY STILL FACES ARE
THOSE OF LESS H SUBSTANiTIVELCHARACTRLSUCHH A$:....SWEPISHHAMENP.c.'.
MEN1-4 THIS PROPOSALi•HASHBEN .. ..WIPL.rHENDOR$DBOTH .L INV:G)ENVA..
AND IN' NEW YORK, BUT IF! WEHARE:'./?,BLEYTOHMEET.ALL'PRL.ALMOST-.•

FOREGQINGPRO8LEMSi IT . IS: NOT -. .LIKELY' THAT'
MANY DELEGATIONS 	 WOULD OPPOSE TREATY SIMPLY BECAUSE OF'
US.' RELPCTANCE, TO CONVERT WHAT l'SLNO--PREAMBULARHPAR......
GRAPH 	 OPERATIVE PARAGRAPH'	 HOWEVER, WEMAY-WELLJ
NOT .	ABLE TO'. GIVE COMPLETE SATISFACTION . ON.: ABOVE PROBLEMS,
IT IS POSSIBLE : THAT • GOTNG.LSOMEKDISTANCE . TOWARDS SWEDISH
AMENDMENT 	 TIP THE BALANCE WITHH A S U BSTANTIAL:NUMBER •
OF DELEGA1IONS. A SECOND SUGGESTION IN THIS CATEGORY
IS FOR SOME	

;•
ENDORSEM E NT . IN.HPREAMBLEHOF:-CONCEPTS:, TAKEN

OVER FROtt:DEPATEHHERE, INVHSEABED:COMITE'' (SEELUSUN- 4156) 0 -	 .•
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SECTION 3: OF- 3 USUN 4311

D'ISTCY

SUGGESTIONHHAS' PARTICULARLY":RESONANCHERE: WHERE:THERE:
• HAS BEEN WIDESPREAD DISSATISFACTION! WITH US AND SOVIET

POSITION 1. 141 SE • AB'EbLDISCUSSION'R-ANDLANY' GESTUREHWEi:COULD!
MAKE' IN. THIS : AREA COULD HAVE SIGNIFICANT IMPACT':ONLCONSIDER:.
ABLE'. NUMBER OF DUBIOUS ' DELEGATIONS!e WE RECOGNIZE THIS'MAY.	 .
LEAD TO PRESSURE TO INSERT . REF TO "COMMON HERITAGE OF
MAND:KINP:*"

12 . A THIRDCOSMETIC SUGGESTION WOULDHH ./tVELIHE DISCLAIMER
CLAUSE.': REMOVED 	 II WHERE IT SEEMS TO' SOM

 TO BASELINES'. QUESTIONS,* AND GIVE I T.*STATO$..for.:..:
INDEPENDENT . ARTICLE APPLYING' TO . ENTIRE" TREATY.	 •

13' FOREGOING 	 OF PROBLEMS MAY SEEM RATHER DIS••
HEART.NING BUT PICTURE: . WOULD NOT BE COMPLETE W I THOUT: i NOTING •
SEVERAL' POSITIVE FACTORS'o OUR MOST SERIOUS PROBLEMSIN
GENEVA DERIVED FROM-HYPER ..ACTIC(TY H OFHCANADIAN 'DEL'
DURING'. PERIODS WHEN FOCUS OF ACTION : WAS IN MOSCOW OR
WASHIN .QTON o -REDRAFT 'OF: ARTICLE III 'NEGOTIATED	 US HAS
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BEEN, PL,EASANT.:..SURPRISFLT(1 ....IGNATIEFF AND HE jS NOW : :EX	 • .
ING ALL HIS ENERGIES TO SECURE GA ENDORSEMENT OF' TEA...Ty:0H

LEADERS OF	 (PAKISTAN) '..ANVKOLO‘i....... • .
(NIGERIA) . .:.WHO , • ARE! :CHAIRMAN ANVVICE*CHA ...iRMAN' OF1-FIRST .	• .•	 •

• COMITE IP AREFORL THIS GA TO('PRODYCK! . SOMEI RESULTS:

	

 DISARMAMENTT FIELDTATY AS ONLY.' .•	 :.•
• •	 POSSIBILITY .	(INDIA) • FFEL$ .'. SAME WAY AND GARCIA

ROBLES". (MEXICO" '.1:•SHAT • LEAST' CAREFULLY NEUTRAL, HREADY'.

• TO1 . BOARD BANDWAGON IF ()NE APPEARS4o HOSTILITIES AND SUSPIC'
IONS TOWARD! . "SUPERPOWERS"' . • AMONQ , 	 WERE	 •
RIFE AT Q‘PENI:NP L QF':• ,: GA BOT'.176,Ar.-BEEN.rSUBSIANTI.AY-RED.UCED!
BY SUCH' • PO$:1 TVE. --DEVELOPMENTS .- tkS . ' . OPENING • ••,OF.i.-SALfr..-.ANDUS),. -	 •
SOVIET RAT : I F CAT TO	 NP T. • WE THEREFORE	 •FACE • •••••
UNMANAGEABLE ' : SITUATIONEA.,Ni WHICH , EmOTIONS.::.AR.F.DOMTNAN.T.'::...::-.:

Burr:•k*TH:ER .• ONEIN WHICH MOST DELEGATIONS : I WI.L.L.,LOOKLAT

• AMENDMENTS . WE MAY .... SUGGEST	 .:•POSITIVE L FRAME:HOPIMINDe

1. 4 .4 PERHAPS'„ MOST SERIOUS PROBLEMI . S: iMECH•Nf CALHQNE:..'OF'
LIMITED TIMtLAVAILABLFLFIRST . : -TO :.: .AGREE1 WITI1HH$OVIFTSHOW

• TEXTS OFLCHANGES H 'TCY OCT . 30 	 THENYTOHELICIT
SUPPORT . OF INFLUENT I AI,DE. LEGATTPNS ... E013. ':- FINAL' I REVISION.	 •
UNLESS WE ARE ABLE TO B• EGANLFINALL$ ELLING;..40BHPURI.: 110' WEEK
OF DEC I	 IT'. ISHUNLIK L,!11 ' , WE: CAN OBTAIN SATISFACTORY 	 • •
RESULT' I NHVOT NGiHON . DISARMAMENT REk)LUTIONSWHII.CHLSHOULPi

. • COME ABOUT DEC 11 .. OR '12 .0 V.4ELD0'..;NPTHHAVEL,TOLHAVEi'FINAL.::TEXT
• OF H ALL CHANGES INHHANDLBEFORE , BEGINNING 'THIS:..SELL'ING ,H JOB	 -

BUT . Via. • DO H HAVE'Ta:HAVELCLEAR L IDEA WHAT THFSE. CHANOES.
ARE L TO BE AND i SHOULD BE ABLE L TO i TABLE REVISED TEXT: NO:
LA TERH.THAN DEC 5. • WE : WILL L BEr. ABLE' TOLCONT
SENT . AMBIGUOUS

	

	 ACTION,FORrREMAINDER.i.O.Fi ,THTSL,WEEK4:-
OUR BAISICL'OBJECTIVE.•-• •

OUR DECISION WHETHER TO 	 NTINUELFTFORTHQRL TO L ACCEPT',	• ..•••••-•••
• REFERRING I. ,•:..TREATY'•BACK TO L CCDI, SHOULD'? HOWEVER, BE MADE...--•

WITHIN NEXT FEW DAYS INHLIpHT •s 0FLWHATEVE • W:CAN-. BE -:DONE•
REGARDING ABOVE! PROBLEMS. 	 •	 •
YOST.•	 •	 •	 •••	 •	 ..• ...•.
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